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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 



(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

1. Claims 1-3, 11-19. 23-30, and 36-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Buchner (European Patent Application EP 0 91 1 808 A1 ). 

Regarding claim 1, Buchner discloses a speech interface in a home network 
environment. Buchner's system comprises: a physical layer to a home network bus on 
the network device (16) (col. 7, lines 28-30, Figure 2) that receives messages from the 
speech unit (col. 7, lines 33-37) necessarily supporting machine dialog over the 
network, which corresponds to "receiving means for receiving machine dialog 
interpretable instructions derived from speech data processed by the speech processing 
apparatus"; a device interface (Figure 2 (16)) that can transfer command data (including 
vocabulary, grammars and commands that can support spoken with necessary machine 
dialog) from a network device (col. 5, lines 14-17) to a memory (13) for holding all the 
user-network-commands to control the network device (col. 7, lines 46-50) and a central 
processing unit that can send and receive messages to and from the speech unit (col. 7, 
lines 32-55, Figure 4, (41) and (11)), which corresponds to "device interface means for 
communicating with the processor-controlled machine to receive from the processor- 



A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 



Application/Control Number: 09/891 ,242 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2654 

controlled machine function information defining the functions available on that 
processor-controlled machine and machine dialog information defining a machine dialog 
compatible with the processor-controlled machine for enabling the control apparatus to 
cause the processor-controlled machine to carry out at least one of the available 
functions"; the ability to download vocabularies and commands stored in memory (13) to 
the extended grammar section (7d) in the speech unit for a particular network device to 
extend the machine and spoken dialog capability (col. 5, lines 14-17, col. 7, lines 50- 
56), which corresponds to "dialog determining means for determining from the machine 
dialog information provided by the processor-controlled machine the machine dialog to 
be used for communicating with the processor-controlled machine"; a spoken dialog 
means allowing a user to interact with a network device with necessary machine dialog 
(H 00027 and 0028, Figures 3 and 4), which corresponds to "dialog communication 
means for interpreting received machine dialog interpretable instructions using the 
determined machine dialog and for communicating with the processor-controlled 
machine using the determined machine dialog to enable information to be provided to 
the user in response to received machine dialog interpretable instructions, thereby 
enabling the user to conduct a spoken dialog with the processor-controlled machine"; 
and a network device with the combined functions for supporting dialog communications 
and control of a machine (Figure 2, (15), Figure 4, (41)) supporting network- 
controllability via speech (col. 1 , lines 44-47) with the ability to transfer network 
commands from the device (col. 15, lines 20-24), which corresponds to "machine 
communication means for communicating with the processor-controlled machine to 



Application/Control Number: 09/891 ,242 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2654 

cause the processor controlled nnachine to carry out a function defined by the function 
information in accordance with the spoken dialog conducted by the user with the 
processor-controlled machine, wherein the processor-controlled machine does not have 
prior knowledge of the spoken dialog conducted by the user." 

Regarding claim 2, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above (see 
claim 1); in addition, Buchner discloses a means for locating a device on a network by 
its ID (col. 14, lines 30-33, Figure 3) and commands such as media descriptors that can 
be acquired from other sources (col. 14, lines 34-55), which corresponds to "the control 
apparatus is connectable to a network and the dialog determining means is arranged to 
determine the location on the network of the determining for that machine dialog." 

Regarding claim 3, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above (see 
claim 1); in addition, Buchner discloses a accessible memory in the network device 
where a list of control-network-commands is stored (col. 7, lines 40-45), which 
corresponds to "storing means for causing the determining machine dialog to be stored 
in a dialog store of the control apparatus." 

Regarding claim 11, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 1); in addition, Buchner discloses dialog states with corresponding necessary 
internal states (Figures 9-13) that are determined by the sequence of commands sent 
(col. 10, line 41-col. 16. line 23), which correspond to "a machine dialog has a number 
of machine dialog states and the dialog communication means is arranged to control the 
machine dialog state in accordance with the received machine dialog interpretable 
instructions." 
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Regarding claim 12, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 1); in addition, Buchner discloses that when a device is newly connected to 
the network it can send its specific set of grammars to the speech unit (col. 1 1 , lines 49- 
52) and that during a dialog the machine will have a particular dialog state (Fig. 9-13, 
see "network devices"), which corresponds to "the dialog communication means is 
arranged to supply to the speech processing apparatus information relating to speech 
recognition grammar to be used for processing speech data in accordance with a 
machine dialog state." 

Regarding claim 13, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 1); in addition, Buchner discloses a system where the user inputs commands 
by microphone and the signals from the microphone go to a signal processing unit and 
then onto a CPU for processing (col. 6, lines 18- 24, Figure 1), which corresponds to 
"audio data receiving means for receiving speech data and audio data transmitting 
means for transmitting received speech data to the speech processing apparatus. 

Regarding claim 14, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 1); in addition, Buchner discloses a network connection ((5), (6), and (10) of 
Figure 1 ) allowing the speech unit to communicate with other devices (col. 6, lines 44- 
47, Figure 1, (10)), which corresponds to "network interface means for communicating 
with the speech processing apparatus over a network." 

Regarding claim 15, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 1); in addition, Buchner discloses a network connection from a network 
device (41) to other network devices attached to appliances (Figure 4), which 
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corresponds to "network interface means for communicating with the processor- 
controlled machine over a network." 

Regarding claim 16, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 1); in addition, Buchner discloses a wireless network where all the devices 
can communicate with each other via built-in transmitters and receivers (col. 8, lines 53- 
56, Figure 5), which corresponds to "remote communication means for communicating 
with a least one of the speech processing apparatus and the processor controlled 
machine." 

Regarding claim 17, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 1); in addition, Buchner discloses a network device with the speech control 
unit built-in (col. 8, 34-35, Figure 4, (41)), which corresponds to "a control apparatus and 
an audio input device." 

Regarding claim 18, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 1); in addition, Buchner's system comprises: a speech recognizer with a 
vocabulary and a set of knowledge-bases (or grammars) (col. 4, lines 1-4). which 
corresponds to " a speech recognizing means for recognizing speech in received audio 
data using at least one speech recognition grammar;" a converter for converting a user 
command into a user-network-command (i.e., a command to be interpreted by the 
network device) (col. 4, lines 4-7), which corresponds to "speech interpreting means for 
interpreting recognized speech to provide machine dialog interpretable instructions;" 
and a means of transporting the command to the device (col. 4, lines 5-7, Figures 1 and 
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2) which corresponds to "a transmitting means for transmitting the machine dialog 
interpretable instructions to the dialog communication means." 

Regarding claim 19, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 1 ); in addition, Buchner discloses: software and a CPU for device control 
(Figure 2, (15) and (12)), which corresponds to "machine control circuitry for carrying 
out at least one function and a processor for controlling the machine control circuitry"; 
memory used for processing and storage of a list of control-network commands for a 
network device (col. 7, lines 39-59, Figure 2), which corresponds to "storing means for 
storing information relating to a device class defining a dialog to be used with the 
process-controlled machine and functions available on the machine"; and vocabularies 
and grammars to control the network device (necessarily supporting the machine 
dialog) stored in memory (13) that can be down-loaded into the extended memory (col. 
7, lines 50-56), which corresponds to a "means for providing said information to the 
control apparatus for enabling the dialog determining means to determine the machine 
dialog to be used with the processor controlled machine." 

Regarding claim 23, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 19); in addition, Buchner discloses a network device integrated with a speech 
unit (41 ) used to communicate with processor controlled network devices connected to 
appliances, which corresponds to "a network comprising a processor-controlled 
machine." 

Regarding claim 24, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 23); in addition, Buchner discloses a network device where the network 
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device is integrated with the device being controlled (Figures 2 and 4), which 
corresponds to "the device or control apparatus is integrated with the processor- 
controlled machine." 

Regarding claim 25, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 23); in addition, Buchner discloses a system with a separate speech unit 
(Figure 3, (11)), which corresponds to "a separate audio input device." 

Regarding claim 26, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 23); in addition, Buchner's system comprises: a microphone (1) connected to 
a speech unit (Figure 1), which corresponds to "means for receiving audio data 
representing speech by a user"; a speech recognizer with a vocabulary and a set of 
knowledge-bases (or grammars) (col. 4, lines 1-4), which corresponds to " a speech 
recognition means for recognizing speech in received audio data using at least one 
speech recognition grammar;" a converter for converting a user command into a user- 
network-command (i.e., a machine dialog) (col. 4, lines 4-7), which corresponds to 
"speech interpreting means for interpreting recognized speech to provide the machine 
dialog interpretable instructions;" and a means of transporting the command to the 
device (col. 4, lines 5-7, Figures 1 and 2) which corresponds to "a transmitting means 
for transmitting the machine dialog interpretable instructions to the dialog 
communication means." 

Regarding claim 27, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 26); in addition, Buchner's system includes commands for media descriptors 
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which return information related to specific devices (col. 14, lines 34-36), which 
corresponds to "a look-up service connectable to the network." 

Regarding claim 28, Buchner discloses a speech interface in a home network 
environment capable to controlling network devices. Buchner's network device (Figure 

4, (41) and (11)) has the ability to perform the following functions: receive messages 
from the speech unit (i.e., machine interpretable instructions) (col. 7, lines 25-40), which 
corresponds to "receiving machine dialog interpretable instructions derived from speech 
data processed by the speech^ processing apparatus"; communicate with a network 
device where command data (i.e., machine dialog information) can be transferred (col. 

5, lines 14-17, Figure 2) to a memory (13) for holding all the user-network-commands to 
control the network device (col. 7, 46-50) and a central processing unit that can send 
and receive messages to and from the speech unit (col. 7, lines 32-37, Figure 4, (41 ) 
and (11)), which corresponds to "communicating with the processor-controlled machine 
to receive from the processor-controlled machine function information defining functions 
available on the processor-controlled machine and machine dialog information defining 
a machine dialog compatible with the processor-controlled machine for enabling the 
control apparatus to cause the processor-controlled machine to carry out at least one of 
the available functions in accordance with a spoken command"; download vocabularies 
stored in memory (13) to the extended grammar section (7d) in the speech unit 
determining the speech and machine dialog for a particular network device (col. 5, lines 
14-17, col. 7, lines 50-56), which corresponds to "determining from the dialog 
information provided by the processor-controlled machine a machine dialog to be used 
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for communicating with the processor-controlled machine; processing the spoken dialog 
(while generating the necessary corresponding machine dialog) allowing a user to 
interact with a network device (H 00027 and 0028, Figures 3 and 4), which corresponds 
to "interpreting received dialog interpretable instructions using the determined machine 
dialog and communicating with the processor-controlled machine using the determined 
machine dialog to enable information to be provided to the user in response to the 
received machine dialog interpretable instructions, thereby enabling the user to conduct 
a spoken dialog with the processor-controlled machine"; and communicating with a 
network device with the combined functions for dialog communications and control of 
the machine (Figure 2, (15), Figure 4, (41)) supporting network-controllability via speech 
(col. 1, lines 44-47), which corresponds to "communicating with the processor-controlled 
machine to cause the processor-controlled machine to carry out a function defined by 
the function information in accordance with the spoken dialog conducted by the user 
with the processor-controlled machine, wherein the processor-controlled machine does 
not have prior knowledge of the spoken dialog conducted by the user." 

Regarding claim 29, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 28). This claim is rejected for the same reasons given in the corresponding 
apparatus claim, claim 2. 

Regarding claim 30, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 28). This claim is rejected for the same reasons given in the corresponding 
apparatus claim, claim 3. 
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Regarding claim 36, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 28). This claim is rejected for the same reasons given in the corresponding 
apparatus claim, claim 1 1 . 

Regarding claim 37, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 28). This claim is rejected for the same reasons given in the corresponding 
apparatus claim, claim 12. 

Regarding claim 38, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 28). This claim is rejected for the same reasons given in the corresponding 
apparatus claim, claim 13. 

Regarding claim 39, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 28). This claim is rejected for the same reasons given in the corresponding 
apparatus claim, claim 14. 

Regarding claim 40, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 28). This claim is rejected for the same reasons given in the corresponding 
apparatus claim, claim 15. 

Regarding claim 41, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 28). This claim is rejected for the same reasons given in the corresponding 
apparatus claim, claim 16. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. Claims 5-7, 9, 20-22, 32-34, and 42-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Buchner in view of well known prior art (MPEP 2144.03). 



Application/Control Number: 09/891 ,242 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2654 

Regarding claim 5, Buchner discloses a speech interface in a home network 
environment which has features described above in claim 1 that correspond to the 
limitations listed in claims 1 and 19, above, and are rejected for the same reasons; 
however, Buchner does not specifically disclose that the network device comprises a 
JAVA virtual machine. However, the examiner takes official notice of the fact that the 
use of a JAVA virtual machine as a platform for executing software used for control was 
well known in the art. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to implement the control code in the control apparatus 
using JAVA and execute the code on a JAVA virtual machine since JAVA is a popular 
programming language commonly used in network environments. 

Regarding claim 6, Buchner in view of well known prior art disclose everything 
claimed, as applied above (see claim 5); in addition, Buchner discloses features 
described in the claim 2 rejection that correspond to the limitations listed in this claim. 

Regarding claim 7, Buchner in view of well known prior art disclose everything 
claimed, as applied above (see claim 5); in addition, Buchner discloses features 
described in the claim 3 rejection that correspond to the limitations listed in this claim. 

Regarding claim 9, Buchner discloses a speech interface in a home network 
environment which has features described above in claim 1 that correspond to the 
limitations listed in this claim; however, Buchner does not specifically disclose that the 
network device comprises a JAVA virtual machine. However, the examiner takes official 
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notice of the fact that the use of a JAVA virtual machine as a platform for executing 
software used for control was well known in the art. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to implement the control in the control apparatus using 
JAVA and execute the code on a JAVA virtual machine, since JAVA is a popular 
programming language commonly used in network environments. 

In addition, Buchner in view of well known prior art disclose means for 
determining media specific descriptions (col. 14, lines 34-55), which corresponds to 
"means for determining, using information provided by the processor-controlled 
machine, functions available on that machine," yet Buchner in view of well know prior art 
do not specifically disclose the use of the JAVA reflection API to determine this 
information. However, the examiner takes official notice of the fact that the use of a 
JAVA reflection API for getting information about the current Java virtual machine was 
well known in the art. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to implement the means for determining machine 
functions with the JAVA reflection API, since this API is a commonly used programming 
interface for determining information related to JAVA classes and objects. 

Regarding claim 20, Buchner in view of well known prior art disclose everything 
claimed, as applied above (see claim 5); in addition, Buchner discloses: software and a 
CPU for device control (Figure 2, (15) and (12)), which corresponds to "machine control 
circuitry for carrying out at least one function; and a processor for controlling the 
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machine control circuitry"; a memory used for processing and storage of a list of control- 
network commands (i.e., machine dialogs) where the commands might be device 
dependent (col. 7, lines 39-55, Figure 2), which corresponds to "storing means for 
storing a device class for the process-controlled machine the device class defining a 
machine dialog to be used with the processor-controlled machine and functions 
available on the machine"; and a means for locating a device on a network by its ID 
(col. 14, lines 30-33, Figure 3), which corresponds to a "means for supplying the device 
class to the control apparatus." 

Regarding claim 21, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 19); in addition, Buchner discloses a system that uses a speech recognizer 
for controlling different consumer devices including mobile telephones, PCs and printers 
(col. 1, lines 7-10, col. 1, lines 42-47), but Buchner's list of devices controlled does not 
include photocopying or facsimile functions. However, the examiner takes official notice 
of the fact that the use of a control system for control of photocopying or facsimile 
devices was well known in the art. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to expand the list of device functions supported by 
Buchner to include photocopying and facsimile functions, since these functions were 
commonly found in home offices. 

Regarding claim 22, Buchner discloses everything claimed, as applied above 
(see claim 19); in addition, Buchner discloses a system that uses a speech recognizer 
for controlling different consumer devices including televisions, printers, heaters and 
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camcorders (col. 1 , lines 7-10, col. 1 , lines 42-47), but Buchner's list of devices does not 
include video cassette recorders, microwave ovens, digital cameras, photocopiers, 
lighting system, and a heating system. However, the examiner takes official notice of 
the fact that the use of a control system for control of videocassette recorders, 
microwave ovens, digital cameras, a photocopiers, or lighting systems was well known 
in the art. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to expand the list of devices supported by Buchner to 
include all of those listed in claim 22, since these functions were commonly found in the 
home. 

Regarding claim 32, Buchner discloses a speech interface in a home network 
environment which has features described above in claims 5 and 20 that correspond to 
the limitations listed in this claim, and is rejected for the same reasons. 

Regarding claim 33, Buchner in view of well known prior art disclose everything 
claimed, as applied above (see claim 32). This claim is rejected for the same reasons 
given in the corresponding apparatus claim, claim 6. 

Regarding claim 34, Buchner in view of well known prior art disclose everything 
claimed, as applied above (see claim 32). This claim is rejected for the same reasons 
given in the corresponding apparatus claim, claim 7. 

Regarding claim 42, Buchner in view of well known prior art disclose features 
described in the rejections of claims 5 and 20, above, that correspond to the limitations 
listed in this claim, and claim 42 is rejected for the same reasons 
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Regarding claims 43, 44, 45, 47 and 48, Buchner or Buchner in view of well know 
prior art disclose everything claimed, as applied above (see claims 1 , 28, 32 and 42, 
respectively); however, Buchner (or Buchner in view of well known prior art) does not 
specifically disclose "processor implementable instructions for configuring a processor 
to carry out a method in accordance with claim 1, 28, 28, 32, or 42." However, the 
examiner takes official notice of the fact that programming a processor to execute 
control functions on a network was well known in the art. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to program a processor to perform the desired control 
functions on a network since this is a standard way to implement such operations. 

Regarding claim 46, Buchner in view of well know prior art disclose everything 
claimed, as applied above (see claim 44); however, Buchner does not specifically 
disclose "a storage medium carrying a computer program product in accordance with 
claim 44." However, the examiner takes official notice of the fact that use of a storage 
medium with a processor was well known in the art. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made use a storage medium for storing the process specific 
code so as be able to load the necessary code on startup. 

3. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Buchner 
in view of well known prior art and further in view of Hemphill (European Patent 
Application EP 0 854 418 A2), hereinafter referred to as Hemphill. 
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Regarding claim 10. Buchner in view of well known prior art do not specifically 
disclose "a job listener registering means for registering a job listener to receive from 
the processor-controlled machine information relating to events occurring at the 
processor-controlled machine." However, the examiner contends that the concept of a 
"listening" signal being generated when data is available from a device was well known 
in the art, as taught by Hemphill. 

Hemphill discloses a programmable distributed appliance control system. 
Hemphill's system includes the ability to generate a signal to an interface (65) when 
data is available from a consumer device (col. 7, line 55-65). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify Buchner in view of well know prior art by 
providing a notification means from an appliance, as taught by Hemphill, for the purpose 
of providing a more rapid response when an appliance has data that needs to be 
transferred to the control device. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 5/22/03 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

5. Applicant asserts on page 19: 

Applicant submits that the present claims are allowable over the cited art 
for the reasons set forth at the personal interview. In particular Applicant 
submits that the cited art fails to disclose or suggest at least the features 
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of interpreting received machine dialog interpretable instructions using a 
machine determined dialog (using the machine dialog compatible with the 
processor-controlled machine, in Claim 42) and communicating with a 
processor-controlled machine using the determined machine dialog to 
enable information to be provided to the user in response to the received 
machine dialog interpretable instructions, thereby enabling the user to 
conduct a spoken dialog with the processor-controlled machine. (Italics 
added) 

In addition to the spoken dialog supported by the speech interface (1|0021), 
Buchner teaches that the speech unit can send commands to and receive data from 
network devices (processor-controlled machines) (i.e., the network supports machine 
dialog) (col. 5, lines 14-25, col. 6, lines 40-45). 



6. Applicant further asserts on page 19: 

The cited art also fails to disclose or suggest the feature of communicating 
with the processor-controlled machine to cause the processor-controlled 
machine to carry out a function defined by function information (defined by 
at least one function determined from the device class to be available on 
the processor-controlled machine, in Claims 5, 9, 32, and 42) in 
accordance with the spoken dialog conducted by the user with the 
processor-controlled machine, wherein the processor-controlled machine 
does not have prior knowledge of the spoken dialog conducted by the 
user 

Buchner teaches that the speech unit can request functions particular to network 
device (including vocabulary and grammar) according to which the functionality can be 
controlled by a user (col. 5, lines 20-24), and, of course, the processor-controlled 
machine will not have prior knowledge of the spoken dialog. 



7. Applicant asserts on page 21 ; 

This arrangement is in direct contrast to the present invention which does 
not require the network device to provide such data or have any 
knowledge of the voice control arrangement but rather enables a supplier 
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of the network device to provide a network device that has no familiarity 
with the aspects of the speech or voice control arrangement and, 
moreover, allows the control apparatus for enabling voice or speech 
control to the network device over the network to be developed 
independently of the network device without the control apparatus having 
to have any prior knowledge of the functionality of the machine before 
being coupled to the machine. See, for example, page 2, lines 19-25, 
page 2, lines 1-12, page 39, lines 1-18, page 2, lines 5-12, and page 39, 
lines 12-18 of the present application. 

On page 2, lines 18-23, of the specification, the Applicant states, "wherein the 
control apparatus is arranged to retrieve from the machine information identifying a 
dialog file or information identifying the location of a dialog file to be used by the control 
apparatus in controlling the dialog with a user" (Italics added), which the Examiner 
interprets as the network device providing data necessary for control. Furthermore, 
Buchner teaches the use of an initial vocabulary that can be used to control various 
devices (col. 5, lines 45-55) and the ability of the userio input new spoken commands 
and assign new functionality to control a network device (col. 6, lines 45-48) where in 
both cases the network device does not need to have prior knowledge of the speech 
control. 



8. Applicant further asserts on page 21 : 

Another distinction between the present invention and Buchner relates to 
the function of these two inventions. The invention disclosed in Buchner is 
not concerned with the communication between a processor-controlled 
machine and a control apparatus that enables that processor-controlled 
machine to be adapted for voice control, as is disclosed in the present 
application. Rather, the Buchner patent relates to processor-controlled 
machines that are already adapted for voice control and that provide the 
necessary speech recognition grammars to the shared speech unit. (Italics 
added) 
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As stated in the argument above in §7, Buchner supports the use of default 
commands and the ability to train the recognizer to control a network device, which 
"enables that the processor-controlled machine to be adapted for voice control." 



Any response to this office action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9314 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to: 

Crystal Park II 

2121 Crystal Drive 

Arlington, VA. 

Sixth Floor (Receptionist) 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dr. V. Paul Harper whose telephone number is (703) 
305-4197. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 
a.m. to 4:30 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil, can be reached on (703) 305-9645. The fax phone 
number for the Technology Center 2600 is (703) 872-9314. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to ttie status of ttiis application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service office 
whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. ^J^])i>^^<^l^^ 1^ 




VPH/vph 
August 12, 2003 



